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- The MAILING DA TE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address » 
Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 
WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 
• Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 

Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1 )[3 Responsive to communication(s) filed on 8/28/03 & 12/30/03 & 5.24/03 . 
2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)M This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) E3 Claim(s) 7-75 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) E3 Claim(s) 7-75 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) E3 The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) 13 The drawing(s) filed on 28 August 2003 is/are: a)D accepted or b)E3 objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 

1 1) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12) 13 Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(a)-(d) or (f). 
b)M All b)D Some * c)D None of: 

1 .(3 Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2.D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 



3.D Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 
application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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4) 0 Interview Summary (PTO-41 3) 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Priority 

1 . Receipt is acknowledged of papers submitted under 35 U.S.C. 1 19(a)-(d), which 
papers have been placed of record in the file. 

Oath/Declaration 

2. In the declaration filed on December 30, 2003, it appears that "the national or 
PCT international filing date of application" should be replaced with "the national or PCT 
international filing date of this application". 

Drawings 

3. The drawings are objected to because they contain the awkward language of the 
specification, e.g., "DIFFERENCE INFORMATION", as described below. Corrected 
drawing sheets in compliance with 37 CFR 1 .121 (d) are required in reply to the Office 
action to avoid abandonment of the application. Any amended replacement drawing 
sheet should include all of the figures appearing on the immediate prior version of the 
sheet, even if only one figure is being amended. The figure or figure number of an 
amended drawing should not be labeled as "amended." If a drawing figure is to be 
canceled, the appropriate figure must be removed from the replacement sheet, and 
where necessary, the remaining figures must be renumbered and appropriate changes 
made to the brief description of the several views of the drawings for consistency. 
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Additional replacement sheets may be necessary to show the renumbering of the 
remaining figures. Each drawing sheet submitted after the filing date of an application 
must be labeled in the top margin as either "Replacement Sheet" or "New Sheet" 
pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .121 (d). If the changes are not accepted by the examiner, the 
applicant will be notified and informed of any required corrective action in the next Office 
action. The objection to the drawings will not be held in abeyance. 

Specification 

4. The title of the invention is not descriptive. A new title is required that is clearly 
indicative of the invention to which the claims are directed. 

5. The abstract should be only a single paragraph. 

6. A substitute specification with Abstract in proper idiomatic English and in 
compliance with 37 CFR 1 .52(a) and (b) is required. The substitute specification filed 
must be accompanied by a statement that it contains no new matter. 

The specification contains many awkward phrases that appear to be the result of 
a direct translation from the Japanese priority document. Some examples of such 
errors are shown below: 

(a) The specification is not adequate to explain the critical features of the 
claims, especially those features noted in the rejection below. Note, for example, the 
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explanation of "account movement" on page 2, includes language such as "user's own 
transfer" or "home directory movement", which is not understood at all by the examiner. 

(b) Other terms appear to be out of place, for example on page 1 , it appears 
that "sub storage" should actually be "remote storage". Is this correct? Also, "Non- 
Patent Document 1" should be replaced with "the Hitachi reference" and the citation 
should be immediately after that paragraph. 

(c) The "searched on" dates of the two references listed on page 2 do not 
match the June 26, 2003 dates on the printouts of these references provided on August 
28, 2003. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

7. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

8. Claims 1-15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. The errors contained in claim 1 are cited as 
examples of the errors appearing in the rest of claims 2-15: 

(a) For clarity, all occurrences of "storage" should be replaced with "memory" 
except in the cases where "storage" is immediately followed by "system". 
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(b) Lines 7-8, "not via said controller" is contradicted by lines 8-9, "based on a 
data transfer command from said controller"; to correct this, "in response to" 
should replace "based on". 

(c) in lines 12 and 14, the meaning of "account movement" is not clear. 
Nowhere in the claims is this feature explained. The specification fails to define 
this critical feature in a manner that can be understood by the examiner, for the 
reasons explained above in Section 6(a) of this Office action. It is not even clear 
what type of account is intended (cf. claim 2, wherein "a moved account" has 
unclear antecedent basis - is it the same account as that of claim 1 or a different 
one). 

(d) in line 16, "said storage" (i.e., said memory), has an unclear antecedent 
basis since a storage exists in the "storage system" and also in the "another 
storage system". 

Thorough correction of all of claims 1-15 is required. 

Conclusion 

9. It is not possible from either the specification or the claims to determine the 
scope of this language or to determine the metes and bounds of the claims. 

The examiner has attempted to determine whether allowable subject matter 
exists or whether a rejection would be necessary in accordance with Ex parte lonescu, 
222 USPQ 537 (Bd. Pat. App. & Inter. 1984), however, without understanding what the 
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claimed "account movement" is and how it works, a meaningful search for relevant prior 
art is not possible. 

Due to the ambiguities in claims 1-15 as cited above, no art has been applied 
thereto, see In re Steele, 49 CCPA 1295, 305 F. 2d 859, 134 USPQ 292 (1962) and In 
re Wilson, 424 F.2d 1382, 165 USPQ 494 (CCPA 1970). The examiner will not 
speculate as to the intended meaning. 

10. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to James Peikari whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
4185. The examiner is generally available between 7:00 am and 7:30 pm, EST, 
Monday through Wednesday, and between 5:30 am and 4:00 pm on Thursday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Matthew Kim, can be reached at (571) 272-4182. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




B. James Peikari 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 21 89 
9/19/05 



